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Figure S1.Sinusoidal fit to the original data points from thatage response of a cell for a

low frequency (0.5 Hz) sinusoidal current inpuipwing that 3-second-long current

injections allowed us to estimate both the ampétadt the phase of the voltage response at a
high level of precision even for low frequenciebelquality of the fit was very good, which
indicated that several possible types of errorbieeh avoided: first, that the signal-to-noise
ratio for this current amplitude was sufficientlyayl; second, that there was no substantial
drift (long transient) during the part of the respe used for the impedance analysis; and
third, that stimulation intensity was small enowgith that the cell's response remained

within the linear range.



